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his entire solidarity -with Darlan by endowing him with larger
powers.
III. The Sequence of Events
Thus the foreign policy of France appears as a logical series of
events, but not with the significance ascribed to it by the Marshal
and his collaborators.
It is correct that the food situation of France called for supple-
ment from abroad. It is correct that Great Britain refused to
allow this supplement. It is therefore correct that the policy of
collaboration became indispensable to enable France to ensure her
subsistence. It is incorrect to say that it was the blockade that
threw France into Germany's arms.'
' The logical train of events is quite different.
The country was pushed into concluding the armistice, instead
of continuing the struggle against the common enemy, because
the men who put their political passions before the interests of
their country needed defeat in order to overthrow the regime and
establish their own dictatorship. If the armistice they signed
contained no clause that permitted France to live, the reason is
that those same men had believed their betrayal too complete for
England to be able to resist alone. And if, in order to cope with
the situation produced by the armistice, they entered on the path
of collaboration instead of resisting the German demands, it is
because only this collaboration allowed them to satisfy their
personal ambitions and pursue the task they had undertaken, the
destruction of the democratic regime, The blockade was an
element in the situation of France only in so far as she failed to
respect her neutrality.
From the signing of the armistice to the Hitler-Darlan and
Petakir-Goering agreements events have been linked together by
concatenation of cause and effect. But the links are those of a
betrayal that began on the day of the armistice and never changed
its character by an iota since.